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REMARKS 



In response to the Office Action dated April 10, 2006, Applicants note the following 

facts: 

An Office Action for the subject application was mailed on August 26 9 2005. Applicants 
held an in-person interview with the Examiner on October 19, 2005 to discuss the issues in the 
Office Action. During the Examiner interview, the Examiner discussed amending the claims to 
recite treating acute/chronic inflammatory and immune processes/diseases, which are supported 
by the priority application USSN 07/670,827, filed March 18, 1991. A copy of the Examiner 
Interview Summary Record, dated October 19, 2005, is attached. 

In response to the Office Action mailed August 26, 2005 and in accordance with the 
Examiner Interview Summary Record, Applicants, in the Amendment mailed January 26, 2006, 
amended independent Claim 3 and added new Claim 20 to recite 'TNFa-mediaied inflammatory 
and immune disease." Claims 14-15, 17-18 and 21-32 depend upon Claim 3, and, therefore, 
contain the same limitation. Applicants also added independent Claim 33 to recite "TNFa- 
mediated inflammatory and immune processes" and added dependent Claims 34 and 35, which 
recite that the TNFu-mediated inflammatory and immune processes are acute and chronic 
inflammatory and immune processes. 

In an Office Action mailed April 10, 2006, the Examiner stated that the Amendment, 
mailed January 26, 2006 (received January 30, 2006), was non-responsive because the claims 
were drawn to generic non-elected inventions and, thus, no longer directed to the species. In a 
telephone call with the Examiner held on April 18, 2006, Applicants 7 Attorney, the undersigned, 
discussed these facts and the Examiner requested that a copy of the Examiner Interview . ^ 
Summary Record be forwarded to him. 

In addition, no restriction requirement or requirement for species election has been issued 
in this application, and no ejection of invention of election or species has been made. The claims 
are not drawn to a generic non-elected invention. 

The Amendment mailed on January 26, 2006 was a bona fide and responsive reply to the 
Office Action mailed August 26, 2005. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that the 
Amendment be ewered. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, it is believed that all claims are in 
condition for allowance, and it is respectfully requested that the application be passed to issue. If 
the Examiner feels that a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this case, the 
Examiner is invited to call the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HAMILTON, BROOK, SMITH &. REYNOLDS, P.C. 



Bv ^JU^ 



Deirdre E. Sanders 
Registration No. 42,122 
Telephone: (978) 341-0036 
Facsimile: (978) 341-0136 



Concord, MA 01742-9133 
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| SERIAL NUMBER j " 



***** 



UNrmi STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Potent and Trademark Office 

Addreee: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington. DX. 20231 



FILING PATE 



FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 



I ATTORNEY DOCKETT NO. 



EXAMINER 



[ AftTUNPf | p A p^ NUMBER 

DATE MAILED- 



EXAMINER INTERVIEW SUMMARY RECORD 

All panfciperfls (apptaam, applicant's representative, PTO personnel}: 



(1). 

<*>- 



Date of interview 

Type: D Telephonic P Personal (copy is given to P applicant IHepplsanrs representative)^ 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes □ No. If yes, brief Description: 



Agreement □ was reached with respect to some or ail of the claims In question. □ was not reached. 



Claims discussed: 



Identification of prior an 



Description of toe general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments ™„ 

X>\^ CU»^<£tt CL^yc^n^ Tft-C^TlA/^ .A CUTv7 CA+ft* 

(A fuller (jescnpilon. It necessary, and a copy of the amendments, tf available, which the examiner agreed would rendenhe claim? allowable must De 
Ajso. wnere no copy of me amendments wnren would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 




i . li is not necessary tor appftcem to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, 



Unless me paragraph petow has been checked 10 indicate to the contrary, A FORMAL WRITTEN RESPONSE TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION IS NOT 
WATVED AND MUST INCUUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW <e.g.. Items 1-7 on the reverse side of mis form). If a response to me last Office 
action has already been fU©o\ men applicant is given one momft from mts interview date to provide a statement or me substance of the interview. 

P Z. Since the examiners Interview summary above (including any attachments} reflects a complete response to each of the objections, rejections and 
requirements mat may be present in the lasi Offtce action, and since the craims are now awowaote, this completed form is considered to fulfill me 
response requirements of the last Office acoon. Applicant is not retievad from provKHng a separate record of the substance of me interview unless 
box i above Is also checked- ^ ^ {~~^>/*y 

prOL-413 (REV. 2 -83) Exan*n*r* Sen***? 
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